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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED 


24, LINCOLN’S "INN FIELDS, W.C. 


EstTaBLisHEeD 1853. 
Capital ... “ ‘ pe . £400,000 
Debentures sane aes aoe sald ..- £180,000 
REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 


Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.LA., Actuary. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY HOTELS. 


LONDON - MIDLAND GRAND .- St. Pancras Station, N.W. 
(Within Shilling cab fare of Gray’ s-inn, Inns of Court, Temple Bar, 
and Law Courts, &c. ’Buses to all parts every minute. Close to 
King’s Cross Metropolitan Railway Station. The New Venetian 
Rooms are available for Public and Private Dinners, Arbitration 
Meetings, &c.) i 
- - Close to Central (Midland) Station. 
- - Excellent Restaurant. 
- ~ In Centre of Town. 
- ~ For Peak of Derbyshire. 
- MID: - Tennis Lawn to Seashore. Golf. 
Tariffs on Application. Telegraphic Address ‘* Midotel.”” 
WILLIAM TOWLE, Manager Midland Railway Hotels. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON. E.C. _ 


LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 


ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





LIVERPOOL 
BRADFORD 











FREE, 
SIMPLE, 


TOTAL ASSETS, £3,000,000. INCOME, £355,000. 
Tne Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 


Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 


TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord HALSBURY (Lord Chancellor of England). 
The Hon. Mr. Justice KEKEWICH. 
The Right Hon. Sir JAMES PARKER DEANE, Q.C., D.C.L. 
RICHARD PENNINGTON, Esq. 
WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 
Mr. Justice Cave had a list of about thirty cases for his 
sitting last Wednesday, including nine cases standing over from 
previous weeks. 





WE pusisu elsewhere an early copy of the list of the papers 
to be read at Birmingham meeting of the Incorpora tae 
Society. It is possible that the arrangements may be altered, 
but we believe the list represents them as hitherto settled. Mr. 
Appison’s presidential address will be looked for with special 
interest, and both the subjects and writers of papers indicate a 
successful meeting. 





WE onsERVE in a belated copy of the Order dated the 10th of 
August last (printed ante, p. 770), which reaches us from the 
Stationery Office, that a system of numerical reference to the 
Statutory Rules and Orders has been adopted. The Rule is 
headed ‘‘ Statutory Rules and Orders, 1896, No. ¢?$.” There 
can hardly have been 728 new orders during the present year, 
and we presume that this number must extend over some years, 
possibly since 1890, when arrangements were made for the re- 
publication of Statutory Rules and Orders of a public and 
general character in an annual octavo volume. But what can 
be the significance of the mystic reference “‘ L 19” ? 





THE pRacTicaL working of section 3 of the Judicial Trustees 
Act, 1896, will be watched with no ordinary interest. Primd 
facie the section appears to be intended as the Magna Charta of 
the honest and reasonable trustee; but how far trustees will 
really benefit by its provisions cannot be said with certainty 
until the courts have given an intimation of the manner in which . 
they will construe it. As a preliminary to the application of the 
section, it must appear to the court that a trustee is or may be 
personally liable for a breach of trust; and when this is shewn 
he may obtain relief on the ground ‘that he has acted honestly 
and reasonably, and ought fairly to be excused for the breach 
of trust and for omitting to obtain the directions of the court in 
the matter in which he committed such breach.” Of these four 
requirements, the first will cause no difficulty. It is easy to see 
whether a trustee has made an improper advantage for himself 
out of a breach of trust. If he has not, he can hardly fail to 
have acted honestly, however much the breach of trust may be 
otherwise open to question. But whether a breach of trust is 
reasonable as well as honest is a much more debatable point ; 
and had the requirements stopped here, it would have been open 
to a broad-minded judge to give a very wide operation to the 
section. There are many occasions in the administration of 
trusts when nothing would be so reasonable as to ignore the 
directions of the settlor altogether, and to apply the property 
according to the actual circumstances and necessities of the 
family. Sometimes trustees have done so, taking the risk upon 
themselves ; but, though their conduct may be eminently reason- 
able, it does not seem that the section would relieve them of the 
risk. They have also to satisfy the requirements that they 
ought fairly to be excused for the breach of trust and for 
omitting to obtain the directions of the court. Now, breach of 
trust may consist either in neglect to observe the provisions of the 
trust instrument or in neglect to observe the rules which courts 
of equity have established for the guidance of trustees. Where 
the provisions of the trust instrument are clear, it will probably 
be said by the courts that a trustee cannot be excused from 


) departing from them on his own responsibility—where, that is, 
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he does so intentionally. Thus the section is not to be taken as 
authorizing intentional breaches of trust, however beneficial 
these may seem to be under the circumstances. But in cases 
where the instrument of trust is doubtful, or where its effect has 
- been in good faith misunderstood by the trustee, or where he has 
acted in ignorance of the rules of conduct to which he ought 
to conform, it is probable that he will be able to obtain relief 
under the section. For one thing, it will be much easier for 
trustees to act on the advice of counsel without going to the 
court. If they are advised that the law is reasonably clear, 
they may well be excused for following the advice, and thus 
saving the expense of an application to the court, even if it 
should turn out that the advice was erroneous. But all this is 
largely speculation. The general language of the section will 
require to be interpreted by actual decisions, and as the section 
has already come into operation, and applies to breaches of 
trust although committed before the passing of the Act, there 
is every probability of light being speedily thrown upon it. 





Tue Zimes enlivened the vacation on Wednesday with a 
moatty article from a correspondent on ‘‘ The Legal Procedure 
of the Future.” The topics with which it deals are the costli- 
ness of litigation and the complexity and dilatoriness of pro- 
cedure. Many of the proposals made by the writer are borrowed, 
it is said, from Benroam, Lord Brovenam, Lord Lanepatz, 
Lord Wesrsury, Sir Erskine Perry, and other earnest legal 
reformers. At the commencement of the article the proposals 
are summed up in the following maxims: “Apply business 
principles to legal procedure ; above all, adapt the machinery to 
the work to be done, instead of making the work accommodate 
itself to the machinery. Give to solicitors a motive to make 
litigation rapid and economical ; distrust mechanical expedients 
and judicial or official supervision intended to effect this object. 
Keep in mind the great objects of litigation in framing pro- 
cedure, and, above all, remember that theoretical perfection may 
be bought too dearly. Reduce the necessity for litigation by 
eliminating non-litigious matter.” These, the writer adds, 
seem truisms; acted upon they would revolutionize many parts 
of our legal system. Passing to details, the point to which he 
specially directs his criticism is the method in which under the 
existing system solicitors are remunerated for litigious work. 
Here he undoubtedly touches upon a matter which calls for 
consideration, though it is easier to find out defects than to 
decide upon their remedy. In his own words, the present system 
’ consists in “fixing a scale charge for each step taken, each docu- 
ment copied, so much for each attendance; all this subject to 
the supervision of a taxing-master, who probably has not been 
present at the trial, who has often conflicting statements to 
guide him, and who, though confident from his general know- 
ledge that the bill is too large, cannot always be certain as to 
the amount to be disallowed.” In theory the system looks well 
enough. Each step in the procedure is assumed to be effective, 
and each receives therefore its proper remuneration ; but the 
writer of the article is able to use the authority of the late Mr. 
E. W. Fi=xp for stating that this mode of remuneration lies at 
the root of all the mischief of the court. The assertion, of 
course, casts no slur upon the general body of solicitors. The 
law requires that they should earn their remuneration in a 
particular way, and this is a way which does not favour expedi- 
tion and simplicity. 


In consrpERine the system of remuneration for litigious work 
which ought to take the place of that now in vogue, the writer 
of the article referred to above enumerates three plans. The 
first leaves the remuneration as between solicitor and client to 
be fixed by agreement, and this course, although unusual in 
practice, is already sanctioned by section 4 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1870. An obvious objection is that in most cases it is 
impossible to tell beforehand what is the amount of work which 
the proceedings will entail, and, moreover, the agreement is 
always liable to be set aside as unreasonable, while no pay- 
ment at all can be made under it until it has been examined 
and allowed by a taxing officer. Another mode is to fix a tariff 


main, with the amount recovered or the amount struck off the 
claim, and with the stage at which proceedings end. This, it is 
said, is the principle of the German law as to costs of the 7th of 
July, 1879, and, to some extent, of the New York Procedure 
Code. It has the merit that the costs depend both on the 
importance of the action and on the extent to which it is 
prosecuted. Of course it would be necessary to make wit- 
nesses’ expenses and counsel’s fees a separate item. A third 
method, it is suggested, is to leave the solicitor to send 
in a claim for costs, and in case of dispute to empower 
a taxing-master to take into account the expedition shewn, 
the number of hours occupied, and the amount recovered, 
and to fixalump sum. This, plan, however, is hardly likely to 
be acceptable. Possibly, as the writer suggests, more use might 
be made of special contracts as to costs, but it is doubtful 
whether these could ever be expected to become common. 
There is also difficulty in extending to litigious business the 
principle of the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, though this 
course, as the writer points out, was urged by Mr. Jonn Hunter 
in his paper on ‘“ Legal Reform” read at the Norwich meeting 
of the Tocueniiel w Society. Ina large class of actions the 
pecuniary amounts at stake are not such as to make it 
possible to calculate the solicitor’s costs solely by a percentage. 
Probably the true solution is to be found in adding to the 
percentage a sum varying with the stage at which the proceed- 
ings terminate, as in the second of the methods referred to 
above. It has, at least, the advantage that the client can be 
informed of the maximum expense which he willincur. In any 
change that may be made it will, of course, be necessary to deal 
with the question of party and party costs, and probably this 
question will take precedence of any general change in the 
system of remuneration. Although it is now common ground 
that these costs should cover the whole of the expenses which 
the successful party has reasonably incurred, yet it is still a 
matter of frequent occurrence for the victor to bea loser by his 
victory. 





Ir 1s possible to. exaggerate the influence which the present 
system of remuneration has upon the multiplication of needless 
steps in an action and the general dilatoriness of procedure. 
After all, the real cause of delay is that the courts do not set 
themselves to take business as it comes and under such condi- 
tions that litigants may be duly prepared. Something may 
possibly be gained by the pending revision of procedure, 
though it vould not be wise to expect much help from this 
source. In the ordinary run of actions there is no difficulty 
about procedure. What is wanted is a judge who can give such 
preliminary directions as may be necessary, and who can be 
relied upon to try the action when the parties are ready for 
trial. The success which has attended the establishment of the 
Commercial Court is frequently referred to as a satisfactory, 
though somewhat singular, phenomenon. But all that is singular 
is that the special plan of this court should have remained so 
long undiscovered. The sole feature of it is that the judge 
has control of actions from the outset, ard that it is generally 
understood that the court will not, by delay on its own part, 
encourage delay on the part of suitors and their advisers. As 
we have frequently urged, there is nothing in the methods of the 
Commercial Court which ought not to be practised throughout 
the Queen’s Bench Division generally. Every action which is 
brought to a hearing and disposed of expeditiously in the one 
court is but an example of what ought to be done in all the courts. 
Of recent years, no doubt, there has been an improvement in 
the arrangements of the High Court, and in course of time it 
will become more and more patent to the authorities that the 
work must be carried on, as the writer of the article in question 
urges, upon business principles; but we are still a loog way 
from reaching that consummation. 





THE STRUGGLE now going on in London between the cab 
drivers and the railway companies led this week to proceedings 
at Bow-street against the owner and driver of a certain 
unlicensed cab. Neither the cab nor its driver was licensed, 
nevertheless the cab was standing in Euston Station for hire, 





of costs under which the solicitor’s remuneration varies, in the 


and was hired by an official of the Cab Drivers’ Union. The 
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Hackney and Stage Carriages Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86), s. 
10, provides that every person who acts as driver (in the Metro- 
politan District) of a hackney carriage without being licensed, 
and every proprietor of such iage who allows an unlicensed 
person to act as driver, shall be liable to a penalty. An amend- 
ing Act (32 & 33 Vict. c. 115), s. 7, makes it necessary, under 
pain of a penalty, that every carriage which plies for hire should 
also be licensed; and section 4 provides that “ ‘hackney 
carriage’ shall mean any carriage for the conveyance of pas- 
sengers which plies for hire within the limits of this Act and is 
not a stage carriage.” Hence every cab which “ plies for hire ” 
within the metropolis must be licensed, and also must be driven 
by a licensed person. It becomes important, therefore, to 
inquire what is the meaning of “ plying-for hire.” This ques- 
tion has been before the courts on several occasions. In Clarke 
v. Stanford (19 W. R. 846, L. R. 6 Q. B. 357) it was held that 
a cab standing on the private premises of a railway company 
for the conveyance of any passenger who might wish to hire it 
was plying for hire within the Act. Cocxsury, O.J., said: 
‘When a person has a carriage ready for the conveyance of 
passengers in a place frequented by the public he is plying for 
hire, although the place is private property”; and Luss, J., 
said: ‘This carriage was awaiting the arrival of a train in 
order to be hired by any person who might come by the train. 
That is plying for hire within the meaning of this statute.” In 


Foinett v. Clarke (41 J. P. 359) the facts were slightly different. | j 


The defendant, a livery stable keeper, rented an office at Victoria 
Station and also a small strip of ground within the station 
premises. On this piece of ground a few carriages of a quality 
superior to cabs stood ready for immediate use, but no person 
could hire one without — to the office for that purpose. 
The court nevertheless held that these carriages were plying for 
hire within the meaning of the Act. It seems plain, then,. that 
whenever a carriage ready for immediate use stands for hire by 
any person who may require it, whether on public or private 
property, it is a “‘ hackney carriage,” and if so both the carriage 
and the driver must be licensed. 





In THE cAsE at Bow-street, therefore, the driver and the 
proprietor of the cab were clearly liable, and in fact, under 
the advice of their solicitor, they pleaded guilty. Mr. Lusu- 
IncToN, however, dismissed the case, taking advantage of 
section 16 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, which 
allows this course to be taken when the offence is ‘of so 
trifling a nature that it is inexpedient to inflict any punish- 
ment.” The magistrate gave as his reason for taking this 
course that, although the defendants were guilty of a technical 
breach of the law, they were not really offenders against 
the spirit of the Acts, the object of which was to secure 
the efficient control by the police of cabs plying for hire in 
the streets. This decision appears all the more reasonable 
when it it considered that if the defendants had acted in 
the same way outside the Metropolitan Police District they 
most probably could not have been convicted of any offence 
whatever. In most provincial towns the law on this subject 
is contained in the Town Police Clauses Act, 1847, by section 
38 of which a hackney carriage is defined as one “standing or 
plying for hire in any street,” and it was decided in Curtis v. 
Ewbery (21 W. R. 148, L. R. 7 Ex. 369) that a carriage 
standing for hire within the precincts of a provincial railway 
station was not a ‘‘ hackney carriage” within the last cited 
on and that the conviction of the — — - Act for 
allowing the carriage to ply for hire without being licensed was 
wrong. BramwEtt, B., pant to have taken in that case almost 
the same view as Mr. Lusutneron did as to the object of the 
laws requiring the licensing of cabs. He said: “ The reason 
of this legislation is to protect the public who employ carriages 
plying for hire where there is nothing to control the condition of 
the carriages and the conduct of the driver but his own discre- 
tion. But there was no intention to protect them where the 
carriages and drivers are subject to the management of respon- 
sible persons within whose private premises they stand to carry 
on their business.” 





Mr. W. B. Durrrztp has given in this month’s issue of the 





Cornhill Magazine, under the heading of ‘‘ The Wit and Wisdom . 
of Lord Wesrsury,” some of the current anecdotes of that 
personage. Most of them should rather be termed ‘‘vitriolic 
sayings” than “wit,” for, in point of fact, they depended 
for their effect on the rudeness of the sarcasm, coupled with the 
mincing and affected tone in which it was delivered. Take 
for instance the following anecdotes, two of which are new to 
us:—A famous Irish lawyer on one occasion attended a con- 
sultation in his chambers previous to an appeal from the Irish 
courts to the House of 8, and discoursed with some volubil- 
ity on the matter in question. ‘‘ Really, Parmer,” said Berne, 
after a time, to the late Lord Sztzornz, who was also in the 
case, “this loquacious savage appears to know some law.” 
Another remark of his to a junior too eager to distinguish 
himself is applicable to alltime. ‘I think,” said the junior, 
when he had finished and they retired for lunch, “that you 
have made a strong im; ion on the court.” ‘I think so 
too,” said Berne. ; “don’t disturb it.” An occupant of the 
bench vouches for the following characteristic anecdote of 
BerHett, and his attitude towards his junior. During a 
lengthy argument, he had been repeatedly urged by his junior 
to take a certain point, which he persisted in ing as too 
contemptible to notice. However, after exhausting all his own 
legal artillery in vain, he at length consented to try his junior’s 
ee as & sea shot. The judge at once took it, and gave 
judgment for Beruett. The latter made no acknowledgment of 
his junior’s superior acuteness, which, whether successful through 


knowledge of the law or merely through knowledge of the judge 


in question, surely deserved some recognition, save to turn round 
and murmur, “This silly old man has taken your absurd point.” 
One saying of his with regard to the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council has been often quoted, but bears repetitipn. 
“Why do you never sit with us to hear appeals ?” said the then 
Lord Wesrsury to Sir Wim Ertt. “ Because I am old 
and deaf and stupid,” was the reply. ‘Oh,” said Wesrsury, 
‘¢‘QnELMsForD and I are very old, Narrzr is very deaf, ConvitLE 
is very stupid, but we four make an excellent tribunal.” With 
regard to Lord Cranwortu’s habit of always sitting with lords 
justices, he said that it was doubtless due to the dislike of all 
children to being alone in the dark. [Quere: Was it Lord 
Cranwortu of whom this was said?] Ina case arising out of 
some well-sinking operations, a tedious advocate said, ‘‘ My lord, 
my client has gone to considerable e in boring.” ‘So I 
perceive,” said the Chancellor, ‘‘from the number of counsel 
employed.” 





WE nore that Mr. Durrtetp has rather misstated one incident 
which we heard long ago from an excellent authority. There 
was a consultation at BrrHEty’s chambers, which was attended, 
in addition to the London agents, by the country solicitor, who 
was fully informed on all the facts of the case. As BerHeti 
proceeded with his silvery talk, the country solicitor from time 
to time interposed observations. Bxruxtt bore it for some 
time, but at last he quietly turned towards the country solicitor 
and remarked: ‘If the leetle jintleman in the curner can’t 
keep quiet, I shall be compelled to break up this consultation.” 
Mr. Durrtetp has also missed one or two of the sayings ascribed 
to Lord Wezsrsury: for instance, his remark on an application 


by way of — from a j whose decisions were frequently 
reversed. e Lord Chancellor said: ‘I thought, Sir Ricuarp, 


that we only took to-day motions of course.” ‘This, my lord,” 
said Berne tt, “is a motion of course, or at all events equivalent 
to it—it is a judgment of Vice-Chancellor .’ His quiet 
remark when hee pted in the course = an election adrom 
by the cry of a fox-hunti uire, ‘Speak up!” deserves 
to! be eat 5 “a should here f thought,” said Bernett, “ that 
the gentleman’s ears were long enough to catch my articulate 
utterances even at that distance.” d his observation with 
regard to one of Lord Campsetx’s decisions, which he declined 
to follow, that ‘‘all the case required was knowledge of a few 
elementary rules of law,” is a specimen of the strange bearish- 
ness of this distinguished lawyer. Perhaps some of our readers” 
may be able to add, from their own knowledge, incidents 
relative to Lord Wexsrsury. We often wish that recollections — 
of legal celebrities which many solicitors possess could be re- 
corded in print. , 
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CONSENT IN CRIMINAL CASES, 


Consent on the part of the plaintiff to the act or omission he 
complains of is an absolute defence to a civil action. Volenti 
non fit injuria. This maxim, however, does not apply to criminal 
proceedings. A crime is an offence against the Crown, as well 
as being generally also an offence against an individual, and no 
consent of the individual can make that lawful which, independ- 
ently of any question of consent, is declared by the law to be a 
crime, and therefore an offence against the Crown. For 
example, an attempt to procure the abortion of a woman is 
absolutely forbidden by law, therefore the fact that the woman 
consented is no defence in the case of a person charged with 
this crime. 

On the other hand, consent is a complete defence to a charge 
of rape, for illicit intercourse between man and woman is not of 
itself acrime. A charge of common assault, too, is completely 
answered by proof of consent on the part of the person bringing 
the charge. Thus, if a man strike another with a stick, this is 
prima facie an offence, although no real harm be done; if, 
however, the two had agreed to engage in a match of single- 
sticks, and in the course of the game the complainant was 
struck, his consent to run the risk of receiving a blow is a 
defence to the charge of assault. 

No one, however, may consent to any act which is either 
intended to cause or is likely to cause death or any grievous 
bodily harm. It is unlawful for a man either to kill or maim 
himself, and he cannot lawfully consent to be killed or maimed 
by another person. And so duelling is against the law of 
England, and if two persons deliberately agree to fight a duel 
and one kill the other, he is guilty of murder. Prize-fighting 
also is illegal, although no more deadly weapons be used than 
the naked fists of the combatants; for here the object of each 
is to do to the other as much harm as can be done with the hands, 
so long as he keeps within the rules under which they fight, 
and to subdue the other until from injury or exhaustion he is 
unable to fight any more. In the case of Reg. v. Coney (30 W. 
R. 678, 8 Q. B. D. 534), which was argued before the whole of 
the Queen’s Bench Division, all the judges were agreed that a 
prize-fight is illegal, and that the consent of the parties to fight 
could not make it legal. Srzruen, J., said: “‘ When one person 
is indicted for inflicting personal injury upon another, the 
consent of the person who sustains the injury is no defence to 
the person who inflicts the injury, if the injury is of such a 
nature, or is inflicted under such circumstances, that its infliction 
is injurious to the public as well as to the person injured. But 
the injuries given and received in prize-fights are injurious to the 
ublic, both because it is against the public interest that the 
ves and the health of the combatants should be endangered by 
blows, and because prize-fights are disorderly exhibitions 
mischievous on many obvious grounds. Therefore the consent 
of the parties to the blows which they mutually receive does not 
prevent those blows from being assaults.” 

Many games and sports, however, which are widely practised 
in this country do not involve any disorder, but do involve some 
risk of death or serious harm to those engaging in them, and 
still such games are perfectly lawful. Take football as an 
example. Probably one ortwoyoung men are killed, and certainly 
several are grievously injured, every year whilst engaged in 
this game, but the number of such bears a very small proportion 
to the number of the thousands who play football. Therefore it 
cannot fairly be said that those who play the game consent to an 
act which is /iiely to cause death or injury. In the case of Ig. 
v. Bradshaw (14 Cox 83) the defendant was tried before Bram- 
WELL, B, for manslaughter, he having killed an opponent in a 

of football by “charging” him. Evidence was offered of 
the rules of the game in playing which the death occurred, but 
the judge thought such evidence irrelevant to the legality or 
otherwise of “charging.” In his summing-up he said: ‘No 
rules or ice of any game can make that lawful which is 
unlawful by the law of the land; and the law of the land says 
you shall not do that which is likely to cause the death of 
another.” The defendant was acquitted. 

The rules of the game, however, may sometimes be material. 
When a man plays football he consents to play the game 


fair course of the game no offence is committed. If, however, 
whilst playing the game a player deliberately infringes the 
rules, and in so doing hurts another, he is guilty of an assault, 
for the consent of the person injured only extends to acts 
committed within the rules. East, in his Pleas of the Crown, 
says: “If two were engaged to play at cudgels, and the one 
made a blow at the other, likely to hurt, before he was upon 
his guard, and without warning, and death ensued, the want of 
due and friendly warning would make such act amount to man- 
slaughter, but not to murder, because the intent was not 
malicious.” 

It never can be lawful for a man to consent to an act which is 
intended to result in his death. Under some circumstances, 
however, acts which are likely to cause death or maiming may 
be lawfully committed, provided there is consent. Tais is so 
where the act is of the nature of a surgical operation, and is 
performed in good faith for the benefit of the person operated 
upon and with his consent. Benefit, however, does not include 
pecuniary benefit, and therefore it is an offence to maim a man, 
though with his consent, if the object be to enable him to get 
alms by exciting pity for his condition. The operation, to be 
lawful, must be performed with the object of attempting to save 
the life of the person, to relieve him from pain, to improve his 
health, or with some other such praiseworthy object. The 
question whether or not a surgical operation may be lawfully 
performed upon a person, for his benefit, when he is not able 
either to consent or dissent does not appear to have ever received 
judicial attention. Sir J. F. Srzruen, however, in his Digest of 
the Criminal Law, is clearly of opinion that it cannot be a crime 





to perform an operation under such circumstances in good faith. 
Any other view of the law would be contrary to good sense, for 
it would then follow that, when a man lies stunned and helpless 
from the effects of an accident, a surgeon must let him die rather 
than perform an operation which might save his life. 

When consent is recognized by the law to be a good defence 
to a criminal charge it must be shewn that the alleged consent 
was given freely, and not under the influence of any force, 
threats, or fraud. Also the person consenting must, as a rule, 
have been in his sober senses and able to form an opinion upon 
the matter to which he is asked to consent. Consent obtained 
by force or threats is obviously no consent at all. Consent 
obtained by fraud, however, requires closer examination. It is 
said that ‘‘ fraud vitiates consent,” but in criminal matters this 
is true only in a limited sense. For example, if a woman 
consent to cohabit with a man under promise of marriage, she 
not knowing the fact that he is already a married man, her 
consent is clearly obtained by fraud, but the man is not legally 
guilty of rape. If, however, the fraud be as to the nature of 
the act itself, or as to the identity of the person who does the 
act, then the consent is vitiated by the fraud, Rey. v. Clarence 
(37 W. R. 166, 22 Q. B. D. 23). Thus where a medical man 
had connection with a girl by fraudulently inducing her to 
believe that he was performing a necessary surgical operation 
upon her, it was held that he was properly convicted of rape : 
Reg v. Flattery (25 W. BR. 398, 2 Q. B, D. 410). Again, if a 
man induces a married woman to permit him to have connection 
with her by personating her husband, he is guilty of rape. This 
statement was at one time doubted, but all doubt is now put an 
end to by 48 & 49 Vict. c. 69, 8.4. The person said to consent 
must also be able to form an opinion upon the matter, or his 
consent is worthless as a defence to a criminal charge. Thus a 
child cannot be said to consent to an act the nature and probable 
consequences of which he is too young or too inexperienced to 
understand. A child may submit, but this does not necessarily 
imply consent. In Reg. v. Day (9 C. & P. 722) Corzniar, J., 
said: ‘‘There is a difference between consent and submission, 
Every consent involves a submission, but it by no means follows 
that a mere submission involves consent. . .-. The mere 
submission of a child who is in the power of a strong man, and 
most probably acted upon by fear, can by no means be taken to 
be such consent as will justify the prisoner in point of law.” 
It is obvious that a very young girl may agree to sexual 
intercourse, and yet from her youth and inexperience she may 
be quite unable to fully understand the gravity to her of the 
ssible consequences. Her submission to the act is not in 
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objectionable if it were necessary to ascertain the state of the 
girl’s mind in every such case; therefore the age which a girl 
must have reached before her consent will excuse the act in the 
man is fixed in all civilized countries. In England the age is 
now fixed at sixteen years, by section 5 of the last-mentioned 
Statute. With regard to a surgical operation for the benefit of 
a child, there can be no doubt that it is the consent of the 
parent (or guardian) which will determine the legality of such 
operation. It is the duty of the parent to care for the health of 
his child, and if the child be too young te be able to come to a 
rational decision on the matter for himself, it is clearly within 
that duty for the parent to decide whether or not the proposed 
operation shall be performed. 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURT APPEALS. 


THE LAW AND PRAcTICE RELATING TO CounTY CoURT APPEALS, 
MANDAMUS, PROHIBITION, AND CERTIORARI. By DANIEL 
CHAMIER, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 


This work comprises an important branch of county court 
practice, justifying separate tréatment on account of its complexity, 
and also because it is mainly governed, not by County Court Rules, 
but by Rules of the Supreme Court, prescribing what is termed 
Crown Office procedure. By far the larger portion of the volume 
concerns county court appeals. That is to say, of the eighteen 
chapters into which the work is divided, the first fifteen relate 
exclusively to this subject, while ‘“‘ Mandamus,” ‘‘ Prohibition,” and 
‘* Certiorart” occupy the three concluding chapters. 

In dealing with appeals, the author, after tracing the history of the 
appellate jurisdiction of the superior courts over the county courts, 
proceeds, step by step, and chapter by chapter, to discuss consecu- 
tively the various matters with which parties to county court appeals 
require to be familiar. The right and mode of appeal, under special 
statutes prescribing a particular mode of appeal, are discussed in 
chapter 7, while chapters 12, 13, and 14 treat, respectively, of 
*‘ Appeals from the Mayor’s Court,” ‘‘ Appeals in Bankruptcy,” and 
“ Appeals in Admiralty.” Most of the cases bearing upon the 
various subjects discussed are, we believe, cited, though we can find 
no reference to The Elizabeth (L. R. 3 A. & E. 33); The Samuel 
Laing (L. R. 3 A. & E. 527); The Busy Bee (L. R. 3 A. & E, 
527); Reg. v. Stonor (50 L. T. 97); or Copeland v. Simister (41 W. R. 
269; 1893, P. 16). The last-named case should, we think, have 
been mentioned in chapter 3, where the author points out that an 
appeal must be on a point of law, and not of fact. 

We cannot quite indorse all the observations made by the author 
on the right of appeal in interlocutory matters. For instance, it is 
hardly, we think, sufficient to say, as he does at p. 35, that ‘the 
County Courts Act of 1888 gives a right of appeal in all interlocutory 
matters,” when this conclusion was only arrived at by a Divisional 
Court in Gilson v. Kilner (69 L. T. 310), while the decision in The 
Cashmere (388 W. R. 623) and the remarks of Cave, J., in How v. 
London and North-Western Railway Co, (40 W. R. 44) support the 
contrary view. Undoubtedly the weight of authority is strongly in 
favour of the right of appeal under consideration; but, as it is not 
conferred totidem verbis by the County Courts Act, 1888, the Court of 
Appeal may ultimately hold, should the point ever again arise, that 
no such right can be given by mere implication, but must be con- 
ferred by express words (see 37 Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 488-489). 
At p. 68 the author seems to imply that Gilson v. Kilner (supra) 
conflicts with Jonas v. Long (36 W. R, 315, 20 Q. B. D. 564), whereas 
_ principle of the latter case was approved of and followed in the 
ormer. 

We do not, however, wish or intend to be hypercritical, especially 
as Mr. Chamier’s work, as a whole, merits commendation. A 
index, extending to eighteen pages, will be found at the end of the 
work. There are no appendices, though we thin‘: one containing the 
forms required by persons appealing from the county courts, or 
invoking the corrective jurisdiction of the High Court, would be 
appreciated. 





* BOOKS RECEIVED. 

Notes on Perusing Titles, containing Observations on the Points 
most frequently arising on a Perusal of Titles to Real and Leasehold 
Property, with an Epitome of the Notes arranged by Way of 
Reminders, being an Attempt to Reduce the Perusal of Abstracts to 
a System. By Lewis E, Emmet, Solicitor. Second Edition. Jor- 
dan & Sons (Limited). 


An Analytical Digest of Cases published in the Law Journal Reports 


— 





and the Law Reports in the House of Lords, the Privy Council, the * 
Court of Appeal, the Chancery, Queen’s Bench, and Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Divisions of the High Court of Justice, the Court for 
Crown Cases Reserved, and the Ecclesiastical Courts. From Michael- 
mas Sittings, 1890, to Trinity Sittings, 1895, with references to the 


statutes passed during the same period. By GzorGcE A. STREETEN, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 





Messrs. Stevens & Sons (Limited) will publish immediately a new 
edition of the late Mr. Shirley’s elementary treatise on Magisterial 
Law by Dr. West, Law Tutor to the Incorporated Law Society 
(U.K.). Dr. West has added considerably to the text, and incor- 
porated the most important statutes and cases to the end of Trinity 
Sittings. 

Messrs. Butterworth & Co. intend shortly to publish a new 
edition (the fourth) of Oke’s Game Laws, which has long been con- 
sidered the standard work onthe subject. The editor is to be Mr. 
J. W. Willis Bund, vice-chairman of the Severn Fishery Board, 
editor of Oke’s Fishery Laws, and author of several works, including 
one on Salmon Fisheries, and the Agricultural Holdings Acts. 





CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LONG VACATION. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Having had many years’ experience in the legal profession, I, 
with the majority of those engaged in the profession—to say nothing 
of the general public—am still of opinion that a holiday of ten weeks 
is very excessive. 

All other professions have now returned to work. Physicians, 
surgeons, architects, and surveyors, besides bankers, stockbrokers, 
auctioneers, and others. e 

It is well known that many barristers in practice tire of the Long 
Vacation, and what can be the use of it to the numerous clerks 
engaged in the Royal Courts, whose salaries range from £80 a year 
to £600, and many of whom have large families, and cannot afford to 
be away from home for so long a time. Even the chief clerks, 
taxing masters, and registrars must find the time hang heavily. 

The majority of persons are that there musi be a Long 
Vacation, as it would be very difficult to get jurors and witnesses to- 
gether in the months of August and September. 

The best solution of the matter, I venture to think, is that the vaca- 
tion should commence or the Ist of August, and terminate on the 
30th of September. At present the vacation commences too late, as 
everyone x eee a change at the end of July. 

If some of the judges and counsel desire to go pheasant shooting, 
surely they can well do so by taking odd days in October, as they 
often do at other periods of the year for other purposes, when they 
onght to be sitting. 

There are other classes in the profession who would very much like 
the vacation shortened—viz., solicitors, barristers, and solicitors’ 
clerks, law stationers and law writers. It is distressing to go up 
Chancery-lane and Cursitor-street and see the number of law writers 
hanging about in the middle of the day waiting for work that does 
not come; and, alas, in the busy time many solicitorssend their work out 
so late, and marked for the next morning, that the poor law writer has 
often to sit up all night. A SUFFERER. 

September 29. 





SHARING STOCKBROKERS’ COMMISSIONS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—On the question of sharing stockbrokers’ commissions, while 
I agree with e word in your dent ‘‘ H.’s”’ letter in 
your issue of to-day, I do not think it quite exhausts the question. 

When a solicitor does business for a client with a stockbroker it 
very often happens that, after a time, the client direct to the 
broker, and does his business without the intervention of the solicitor. 
In such a case do not some solicitors expect the broker to give them 
a share of the commission? I fearit is sometimes done, but surely it 
is quite indefensible. The only proper ds for sharing com- 
missions with brokers are those menti i ae ag 

Personally I do not like taking any commission from brokers, 
I have never yet done so. They stand in a different category to a 
wealthy insurance office, from whom one has no compunction in 
taking commission (with the knowledge of one’s client). 

September 26. West Enp. 








It is stated that K Humbert has conferred a decoration upon Pro- 
two Westak, Profemer of neratonal Law at Cambege 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
LE CHAMPION v. LE CHAMPION—30th September. 
Practice—D1vorce—Orprr ror Propuction or Cunp—Cuttp Not Pro- 
DUCED—SvusstTiTuTED SEeRvicE oF ORDER. 


This was a motion for an order that Loftus de Launay Mollerns Le 
Champion, the respondent, might have the custody of Loftus Claude Le 
Champion, the child issue of the marriage of the petitioner and respondent, 


and that Caroline Muriel Valencia Mollerns Le Champion, the petitioner, | 


should forthwith deliver the said child to the respondent. In support of 
the motion it was said that his lordship last week made an order that the 
child should be produced on this day (ante, p. 780’. No affidavit had been 
made upon the petitioner’s behalf, and the child was not produced. Under 
the circumstances an order upon the petitioner to produce the child was 
asked for, and that the respondent should have leave for substituted service 
of the order to deliver up the child upon the solicitors for the petitioner. 
Upon behalf of the petitioner, it was said that the solicitors representing 
the petitioner had made every effort to find the lady. 

Cave, J., granted leave for substituted service of the order to deliver up 
the child upon the petitioner’s solicitors.—CounseL, Crump, Q.C , and 
R. H. Pritchard ; A. E. Gill. Soxscrrors, Lewis § Lewis ; Troutheck § Co. 


[Reported by J. E. Aupous, Barrister-at-Law.] 


WOLFF v. THE SOUTH COUNTIES PRESS (LIM.)—30th September. 


Vacation Bustness—Urcency—Company — DEBENTURES—DIMINUTION OF 
Assets—MANAGER AND RECEIVER. 


This was a motion on behalf of the plaintiff, Mr. H. W. Wolff (on behalf 
of himself and all other holders of mortgage debentures in the defendant 
company) for the appointment of a receiver and manager of all the 

and assets of the company held by the plaintiff. In support of 
the motion, it was said that the company was incorporated in 1889 with 
the object of purchasing a printing establishment at Lewes. The business 
formerly belonged to the plaintiff, Wolff, who took £3,000 debentures as 
part payment of the purchase money. The capital of the company was 
£2,507 in ordinary shares. Under the debentures the principal was payable 
on the Ist of February, 1899, and the interest half-yearly. The principal 
and interest became payable if ‘‘the company shall cease or desist from 
prosecuting its undertaking, or shall suspend, or refuse, or delay pay- 
ment of any debt owing by the company in consequence of its inability to 
meet its engagements.’’ The following were alleged as the grounds of the 
motion. Although no principal or interest was in arrear, the interest had not 
been p y paid, and the last interest was paid by a cheque whick was 
dishonoured and afterwards paid. The business was being carried on at 
a loss, and the assets, which were the security for the debentures, were 
gradually disappearing. Heavy debts had been incurred which the com- 
pany had no money to meet. The balance-sheets were delusive. The real 
security for the debentures was in a dilapidated state. Unless the plain- 
tiff were protected, when the time came for payment there would be no 
aasets with which to meet the claim. The business had been going down 
since 1891. Upon behalf of the defendants, it was said that the writ was 
issued on the 14th of August, and this motion was not launched until the 
15th of September. It was denied that the last interest on the debentures 
was paid by a cheque which was dishonoured. There was no urgency in the 
matter 


Cave, J.—There does not seem to be much urgency about this case. I 
feel some difficulty in holding that the assets are going down. There will 
be no order, except that the motion stand adjourned till the second motion 
day in next sittings.—Counsret, Muir Mackenzie ; Eustace Smith. Soutct- 
tors, Prince § Co; Van Sandan & Co. 

[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law. } 








LAW SOCIETIES, 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The following are the arrangements, as hitherto settled, for the twenty- 
third Annual vincial Meeting at Birmingham. It is possible that 
changes may be made. 

Tuesday, October 13, at eleven a.m., in the Council Chamber, Council 
House. ‘The i 1 commence with the President’s Address, 
after which the following papers will be read :— 

“‘The Past and Present Mode of Administration of Estates of Debtors,”’ 
by F. 8. Pearson (Birmingham). 

* Amendments to the Com Acts,” by H. D. Bateson (Liv 1). 
P “ — Sittings and the Assize System,” by W. P. F 

2s as a Medium for the Settlement of Differences,’”’ by C. H. 
Pickstone (Radcliffe Bridge). 

Wednesday, October 14, at eleven a.m., in the Council Chamber, Council 


( ** Our ew Method, and its Effect on our Laws,’”’ by E. K. Blyth 
“ The Want of Uniformity of Practice in Regard to the Cost of Pro- 
of Deeds,”” by Robert Ellett (Cirencester). 
** On the Present Position of the Land of England in Relation to its 
Inhabitante, and the Duty of the Legal Profession in Regard Thereto,’’ by 
J. H. Jones (Gloucester). ; 








‘*The Law’s Delay,’’ by J. S. Rubinstein (London). 

** Benefit of Clergy,’’ by Grantham R. Dodd (London). 

The President may make any alterations in the order of the papers 
which he may think convenient. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Sir Gzorce Morrison, barrister, died on the 27th ult., at the early age 
of forty-five. He served his articles with Messrs. Learoyd & Learoyd, 
and was admitted in 1873 He afterwards entered into partnership with 
Mr. Samuel Learoyd, of Huddersfield. In 1878 (being then only twenty- 
seven years of age) he was selected as town clerk for Leeds out of twenty- 
seven candidates for the appointment. He held the position of town 
clerk for fifteen years. He was knighted in 1885. For many years he 
was a member of the Law Committee of the Municipal Corporations 
Association, and in 1888 he was president of the Leeds Incorporated Law 
Society. Though Sir George, says the Yorkshire Post, came to Leeds a 
young and untried man, he unquestionably turned out one of the most 
able and brilliant town clerks in the kingdom. With a knowledge of 
municipal law excelled by few, if any, and possessing, as he did, great 
literary and oratorical powers, it was matter for little surprise that, follow- 
ing his forensic bent, he, after his retirement in 1892 from the post of 
town clerk of Leeds, should have been called to the bar. His practice 
has since been chiefly at the Parliamentary Bar and in connection with 
local government inquiries. ’ 


The death is announced of Mr. Wittfam Burra Arnison, solicitor, of 
Penrith, at the age of sixty-six. He was admitted in 1852, and was the 
head of the firm of W. B. & C. N. Arison. He was clerk to the 
magistrates of the West Ward of Westmoreland, and clerk to the 
Guardians of Penrith. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLurion. 


Ciement Cuggse and Epwarp Frepgrick GREEN, solicitors (Clement 
Cheese & Green), 123, Pall Mall, London. Sept. 29. The said Clement 
Cheese will continue business at 123, Pall Mall; the said Edward 
Frederick Green will henceforth practise at 16, Charles-street, St James’s. 

[ Gazette, Sept. 29. 





GENERAL 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Vaughan Williams, who has been travelling 
on the Continent for the benefit of his health, returned to his country 
seat, High Ashes, Leith-hill, near Dorking, on Tuesday last week. On 
Wednesday he drove into Guildford, and on the return journey was taken 
ill. He is suffering from a chill, but, according to the latest accounts, was 
making favourable progress. 


At the North Midlands Poor Law Conference Sir Walter Foster, the 
chairman, said that the state of pauperism in England and Wales at the 
beginning of the year was not very satisfactory. Since 1892 there had 
been an increase year by year, the increase last year being 12,863, although 
the proportion of paupers to population remained about the same, one in 
twenty-six. The increase of able-bodied paupers was, to his mind, the 
gravest feature in the statistics of pauperism. The indoor able-bodied 
male paupers had risen from 12,466 in 1890 to 22,565 in 1896. 


The St. James’s Gazette points out that there are now nine judges on the 
bench who are entitled to retiring pensions, several of whom have served 
considerably over the statutory period of fifteen years entitling them to 
such retirement. The Master of the Rolls (Lord Esher) heads the list, he 
having been an occupant of the bench for over twenty-eight years. Baron 
Pollock follows with a service of nearly twenty-four years, Lord Justice 
Lindley over twenty-one years, Lord Justice Lopes and Mr. Justice Haw- 
kins nearly twenty years each, Mr. Justice Mathew, Mr. Justice Cave, and 
Lord Justice Kay over fifteen years each; while Mr. Justice Chitty com- 
pleted his fifteen years of service at the beginning of the present month. 


It appears from the Revenue returns that the receipts from death 
duties, which fell off, compared with 1895-96, to the extent of £115,000 in 
the first quarter of the present year, have been augmented in the second 
quarter to the extent of £200,000. The last mentioned fact, says the 
Times, is the more striking, because Sir Michael Hicks Beach, in 
expounding his Budget, expressed an opinion that the limit of productive- 
ness of the death duties had been practically reached. Indeed, taking 
into account the exemptions and abatements which he introduced, he cal- 
culated that the revenue from death duties in the current year would be 
less by £850,000 than that received in 1895-96, when it was assumed that 
it had been swollen abnormally by the results of the preceding influenza 
epidemic. As it is, the first half of this year has shown, instead of any 
decrease, a net increase of £85,000. 


The Pall Mall Gazette says that in the time of the late Hon. Geo. 
Denman, at the Hertford Assizes, two men were indicted for stealing 
ducks. The owner, a farmer, had seen them take the birds from a pond, 
had followed them, kept them in sight till they had entered their home, 
where a few minutes later they were discovered in bed clothed and booted, 
while the ducks were hanging dead but warm on the wall. The bucolic 
prosecutor was slightly confused by Denman in crors-examination as to 
the identity of the birds. ‘The men were acquitted. The farmer got up 
and eaid, ‘‘ Beg pardon, my lord, how about they ducks?’”” Whereupon 
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one of the accused remarked audibly, ‘‘Oh! let ’un have his ducks.” | 


Denman at once rose and said, ‘‘ My lord, my clients instruct me to say 
that in the event of the prosecutor taking possession of the ducks, they 
will not maintain an action for trover against him.” 


The Times, writing on the subject of commissions, refers to the 
question addressed to Sir Edward Fry by one of his correspondents, 
“Does not a solicitor get a commission on effecting a fire insurance 
for a client, and are these commissions in all cases known to the 

rincipals?’’? and remarks that it seems ‘‘to be quite irrelevant to the 
Ge. No reasonable man would expect his beukne or his solicitor to 
do business for him for nothing. Everyone knows that there is a 
recognized commission on the purchase and sale of stock and on the 
issue of a policy of insurance. If a man employs a single agent for 
the transaction, he knows that the commission to him. If for his 
own convenience he chooses to employ an additional and intermediary 
agent, he must expect that the latter will be remunerated for his 
trouble. What happens in practice is that the commission which is 
payable in any case is, in the case supposed, divided between the two 
agents employed and openly charged to the customer or client. If the 
latter chose to employ only a single agent, he would pay exactly the 
same commission, neither more nor less. How the two agents he 
employs agree to divide the remuneration between them is really no 
concern of his. He could know at once if he chose to ask the question, 
and neither of his agents would hesitate in the least to disclose his 
whole share in the transaction. Secrecy in this case is not of the 
essence of the proceeding, but merely a result of the principal’s lack 
of curiosity about matters which do not concern him at all.’ 








WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasrrs AND Lxssers.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house, 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 


THE PROPERTY MART. 


RESULTS OF SALE. 

Satz or Reversions anp Lire Poricres. — Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrieip’s 
£80th Periodical Sale of these interests took place on Thursday, the 1st inst., the follow- 
ing being some of the results: Absolute Reversion to Legacy of £1,000, sold £400; Life 
Policy £400, Liverpool and London and Globe, life 60, sold £160; Life Policy £500, Liver- 
= and a and Globe, life 54, sold £320; Life Policy £2,000, Scottish Life Office, 

ife 48, sold £780. 


— — —— 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.--Fripay, Sept. 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep in CHancrry. 


Anperson & Son, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Hobart 
Armstrong, St Nicholas chmbrs, Newcastle upon Tyne. Stanton & Atkinson, New- 
castle upon Tyne, solors to liquidator 

Arcentines Concessions, Limirep (1n Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Nov 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their demands or 
claims, to William Parker Owen, 3 to 5, Queen st, Cheapside. Keddey & Co, Fenchurch 
st, solors to liquidator 

F. E. a & - ay for winding UP» I~ om. ll, “po to be heard 
on Oct 28. rten & Co, 99, Newgate st, solurs for petnr. Notice ing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct a eiceed 

Moors Broturrs & Co, Limrren—Petn for winding up by the High Court, or that the 
voluntary winding up of the company be continued, and that Augustus Cufaude 
Palmer, 7 and 8, Railway approach, London Bridge, be appointed joint liquidator with 
Charles Fletcher Richardson, 18, St Swithin’s lane, presented Aug 24, airected to be 
heard on Oct 28. Learoyd & Co, 12 Coleman st, solors for petnr. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 27 

Mucnu Wentock ayp Srvern Junction Rartway Co—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 24, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Godfrey C. Cooper, Much Wenlock 

New Gorvon Diamonp Co, Limirep (1x LiquipatTion)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct: 18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Nathan Clayden and Joseph Bruce, 191, Gresham House, Old Broad st. 
Slaughter & Muy, Austinfriars, solors to the liquidators 

Preston Kennet Crus, Limrred—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 4, to send 
their names and addresses, and the jealars of their debts or claims, to Mr James 
Todd, 3, Winckley sq, Preston. Cockshutt, Preston, solor to the liquidator 

















FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
I:curster District Fraiexpiy Society, Townhall, Iichester, Taunton, Somerset. Sept 16 
London Gaszette.—Tuxspayr, Sept. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lourep m CHANcERY. 
J ’s P. Luu«rrzp—Creditors are on 
LeaTHER Bet 20, to Boor Co ane and adden _ a required, = 
claims, to James William Close, 7, Greek st, Leeds 
Murua. Aczxcy Co, Lrurreo—Creditors are ired, on or before Oct 31, to send their 
names and and particulars 4 their or claims, to William Townshend 
Trevenen, Blomfield ‘ 
New Sonora Mintne Co, Limrrep (18 Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 


Dec 7, to their names together with full particulars of their debts or 
ims, to John William W Leadenhall bldgs, Leadenhall st 
Wenear Synpicate, Linrrep— on oes, co Saee Oct 31, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Dewe 
Leake, 25, Abchurch lane . 


8) 8 Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, 

“Gp cook thal oumee ond cana and the particulars of their debte or claims, to 
George Charles Howard, 16, Tokenhouse yard 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. : 
Juvenite Opp Fet.ows Society, Hampden Arms, Acrefair, Ruabon, Denbigh. Sept 23 
Besegeee ane oommase . ioe Loan axp Ixvesturst Society, New Inn, High 
etherton, Worcester. 

as \seae KNATCHBULL FRrenDLY Society, 25, Bank st, Ashford, Kent. Sept 23 
Sroxe Newrneton Co-operative Society, Luarep, 110, Church st, Stoke Newington, N. 


23 
Upnam Benerit Society, National Schoolroom, Upham, Southampton. Sept 23 








CKEDITORS’ NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Tusspay, Sept. 22. 
Aservetuy, Jauzs, Delahay *, Westminster, Civil Engineer Nov 21 Simpson & 
Apams, Frances, Relsize sq, South Hampstead Oct 31 Adams & Adams, Clement’s inn 
Aare sat, Aywya R, South pl ,Hotel, Finsbury Oct 24 Pettiver & Pearkes, College 
Brep, 2 oun Aveustus, Newgate st, Hardware Merchant Oct 31 Booty & Bayliffe, 
ray’s inn . oe 
Byxe, Henry Wee, Quendon, Essex, Esq Nov5 Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Davis, W11114M, Hova villas, Hove, Sussex Oct 26 Hatton, Strand 
Dowx, Wi1u14m James, Plymouth, Gent Oct 19 Henry Jago, Plymouth 
Evays, Henry, Sheffield, Joiner Oct3 Auty & Sons, Sheffield 
Giiper, Harriet, Brighton Oct 20 Burchell & Co, The Sanctuary, Westminster 
Goanentam. Wituram Putnam, Monewden, Suffolk, Merchant Nové Welton, Wook. 
GranaM, annere Peat, Uxbridge rd, Shepherd’s Bush Oct 31 Batten & Co, Gt 
e st, 
Havas, Many Ame, Waldegrave rd, Upper Norwood Oct 26 Woodroffe, Gt Dover 
st, Southwar! > : 
Haut, Huan, Liverpool, Shipwright Oct 20 Bartley & Bird, Liverpool 
Havpen, a Maddox st, Regent st, Licensed Victualier Oct 30 Walters & Wil- 
bury cireus : 
Haze.tox, Emma, Netteswell Cross, Harlow, Essex Oct 24 Childs & Co, Chancery lane 


| Hopper, Witi1am, West View, Beulah hill, Norwood Oct 14 Eyre & Co, John st, Bed- 





Jones, ison, Peaches Bradwen, Holyhead, Anglesey Nov2 Edwards & Co, Denbigh 
Kesiz, Tuomas Harman, Margate Oct30 Hills, Margate 

Musrers, Henay, Brienstown, Retired Colonel Nov 5 Ingram & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ness, Hannan, Daracombe, Highweek, Devon Nov 16 Minet & Co, King William st 
Nicuois, Danieu Cusirr, Upper Montague st, Architect Novi Deas, Gt Russell st 
Pavey, Geoncz, Ware, Hertford, Barge Owner Nov12 Chalmers-Hunt, Ware 

Prive, CHaRLEs a a Marlowes, Hemel Hempstead, Esq Nov 5 Ingram & Co, 


's inn fields 

Rarcuirre, Jang Exvizasers, Ramsgate Sept 30 Bromley Burrows, Ramegate . 

Rucuarpson, Epuunp, Morpeth, Northumberland, Gent Oct 14 Criddle & Criddle, 
N F . 

Ruwrer, aye ~ —ageage Childwell Abbey, nr Liverpool Oct 20 Lawrance & Co, Old 
J y - 

Roeers, Jouy, Basinghall st, Solicitor Oct 31 Hird, Pancras ln 

Scorsox, Roser, Hartlepool, Grocer Oct 6 Harrison & Barker, Hartlepool 

Sreicut, Ricuarp, Gravesend, Jobmaster Oct 31 Sharland & Hatten, Gravesend 

Srurevy, ey Aveusta, Belsize park, Hampstead Nov 4 Faithfull & Owen, 
Victoria estminster 

Tay1or, | ane es James, the Rev, Beaufort grdns, Brompton Oct31 Ingram & Co, 
Lancoln’s inn fields 


Weuxs, Cuantorrs, Kettering Nov5 Bull, Kettering 

Wuireurap, Everett, Ganwick, South Mimms, nr Barnet, Gent Oct 31 Osborn Boyes, 
Barnet 

Wipsarra, Tuomas, Sheffield, Brewers’ Traveller Oct 31 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Worraixerton, Josern, Partington, Chester, Farmer Oct 31 Crofton & Co, Manchester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Frivay, Sept. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 21 


Aug 15 Ond Sept 18 


, Fresaman, Cuantes Horner, High Holborn High Court Stings, Tasmes Henry, 
Gaxrcory, Cuartrs, Lombard st, Solicitor High Court Pet | Mrrensit, Jonas yea. 


, nr Middleton, Lancs Old- 


Pet 8 Ord 2 
my Oil Merchant Leeds 
Pet 23 Ord 











A..sopr, Grorcr Henry, Trowbridge, Wilts, Tailor Bath 
Pet Sept 17 Ord Sept 22 

Arnotp, Joun, the younger, and Winwiam Srepuen 
Evans, Dorking, Surrey, Bakers Croydon Pet Sept 
22 Ord Sept 22 : 

Bacu, Sanam E.izasera, Tenbury, Worcester, Tailor 
Kidderminster Pet Sept1l Ord Sept 18 

Barker, Ropsert, Darlington,. Mason Stockton on Tees 

Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 


Bust, Atnert Wittiam, Cheltenham Gloucester Pet 
Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 
CLanke, Bae — Nottingham Derby Pet Sept 
25 


23 Ord Sep’ 
Eppen, Joun Henry, Ormskirk, Clothier Liverpool Pet 
21 Ord Sept 21 
Evans, Wriuiam, Pembroke Dock, Provision Dealer Pem- 
broke Dock Pet 


23 Ord Sept 23 
Fosren, Avago, Queensbury, Yorks Bradford Pet Sept 
21 Ord Sept 21 


Hassam, James Wi.utam, Fulham, Oilman High Court 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Heaton, Wittiam, Manchester, Joiner Manchester Pet 
Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 

Henoerson, Staniey Jousx Cauicxssank, and Jonn Wit- 
Liam Sura, Gt Gri y, Newspaper Proprietors Gt 
Grimaby Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Jounson, Geonex, Bradford, Yorks, Picture Framer Brad- 
ford Pet Ord Sept 


23 23 
Jou, Witxiisonx, Stockport Stockport Pet Sept 21 
Ord Sept 21 
Kina, Wittiam Joan, Pontlottyn, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydtit Pet Septul Ord 
lo Cowes, IW, Porter Newport Pet 
Marruews, Ronert, Southstoke, Somerset, Baker Bath 
Pet 12 Ord Sept 21 


7 eames Birmingham Pet 





M 
“Sept 22 











Morrert, Winuiax, Suffolk, Coal Merchant Ips- 
wich Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 
Nosis, Baxsamix, sen, Nth Collingham, Notts, Farmer 
i Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 f 
Ni , Joun RK , Beeston, Notts, Licensed Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 


Pspisr, Wittiam, and Witiiam Westar Pepusa, Cardiff 
Cardiff Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 2) 

Roserrsox, ALExanper, Faloon sq, Umbrella Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Sept 2i Ord Sept 21 

Saxpgrs, Josgra Eowarn Wi.t1am, New Malden, Builder 

Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Scarainen, Urro, Lanes, General Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Sept 23 OniSept23 

Suarima, | Yaysybwi, ne Pontypridd, Jeweller 
Pontypridd Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 ‘ 

Siwons, Samver, and Samvet Siwona, jun, Leicester, Boot 

Manufacturers Leicester Pet Sept2i Oni sept 2) 
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Tuoryrox, Joun Tuomas, Rochdale, Grocer Rochdale 

‘ Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 . 

Tuvgiow, Gora, Palgrave, Suffolk, Miller Ipswich Pet 
Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Trenern, Stantey J’ Anson, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant 
Poole Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

WEL ts, Curistoruer Jesse, Felixstowe, Carpenter Ipswich 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Witxiss, Artnur, Emsworth, Hants, Coal Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Witurams & Co, Prescot, Lancs, Chemists, Liverpool Pet 
Sept 9 Ord Sept 21 

Witmot, Epwarp Rosert, Bishop Auckland, Postman 
Durham Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

bodes <1 ya Salford, Baker Salford Pet Sept 21 Ord 

21 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND ADJUDI- 
CATION ANNULLED. 
Tuomas, Wit.1am Henry, Belvedere, Kent, Civil Engineer 
High Court Rec Ord Aug 22,1895 Adjud Sept 7, 1895 
Rese & Annul Sept 21, 1896 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AsnworrTn, THomas Hatsteap, and Hersert ASHworTH, 
Morecambe, Lancs, Auctioneers Oct2at3 Off Rec, 
14, Chapel st, Preston 

Beynett, Wituram Henry, Gellygaer, Glam, Oil Vendor 
Oct 6 at12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Cuitp, AtexanpeR Macktz, Armley, Leeds, Contractor 
Oct 5at11 Off Rec. 22, Park row, Leeds 

Cuarke, Samvort, and Josern Ciarke, Bulwell, Notts, 
Oct 2at 12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Notting- 


Eppey, Hucu, Skelmersdale, Lancs, Innkeeper Oct 6 at 2 
Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Eppex, Jous Henry, Ormskirk, Clothier Oct 6 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Hoster, Davip Stevensoy, Norfolk st, Strand, Journa- 
list Oct2at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Jenxnines Brotuers, Brockley, Kent, Builders Oct 6 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kysirp, James, Thetford, Norfolk, Wheelwright Oct 3 at 
12 Off , 8 King st, Norwich 

Morret, Wiiu14M, Claydor, Suffolk, Coal Merchant Oct 6 

2 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Pepier, Wittiam, and Winruiam Wester Pepwer, Cardiff 
Oct 6at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Prestox, Joun Wiiiiam, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Farmer Oct 
7at 11.30 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton-on-Trent 

Rees, Lewis, Tonyrefail. Glam, Painter Oct 2 at3 65, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

hea George, Filey, Yorks, Grocer Oct 2 at 11 
Off , 74, nang, st, Scarborough 

Ropertson, ALEXaNceR, Falcon sq, Umbrella Manufac- 
turer Oct2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Situ, Grorce Exocu, Cinderford, Glos, Wheelwright 
Oct 3at3 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Situ, Josern, Penkridge, Staffs, Butcher Oct 2 at 11.30 
Wright & Westhead, St Martin’s pl, Stafford 

Syxes, Witt1am Henry, Bradford, Yorks, Milliner Oct 
5at12 Off Ree, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Tay.evr, A C, Richmond, Surrey Oct 2at11.30 24, Rail- 
way app, London Bridge 

Ter.iey, Cuantes, Bradford, Yorks Oct 5at3 Off Rec, 
31, Manor row, Bradford 

Tuvur.tow, Georce, Palgrave, Suffolk, Miller Oct 3 at 3.15 
The Crown Hotel, Diss 

Waxerievp, Cuanrces, Leeds, Tailor Oct6at11 Off Rec, 

row, Leeds 

Wetts, Caristoruen Jesse, Felixstowe, Carpenter Oct 6 
at 11.30 , 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Waearter, Arxinsox, Stanningley, Yorks, Labourer Oct 5 
at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Yves, Simon Menvat, Leeds, Tailor Oct6at12 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Asuworra, Tuomas Hatsreap, and Hersert Asnworrn, 
Morecambe, Lancs, Auctioneers Preston Pet Sept 17 
Ord 23 

Barker, Kosert, Darlington, Mason Stockton on Tees 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Banzeow, Cuaries Hesry, Wolverhampton Wolverhamp- 
ton Pet July 14 Ord Sept 22 

Berxsaire, Wititam, South Shields, Plasterer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept8 Ord Sept 19 

Buer, Avsert Witiiam, Cheltenham Gloucester Pet 
Sept 22 O 22 

Cranks, Henry Vixcent, Nottingham Derby Pet Sept 
23 Ord Sept 23 

Eogx, Witt1am, Worthing, Wine Merchant Brighton Pet 
Aug 22 Ord 23 


ug 
Evans, Witt1am, Pembroke Dock, Provision Dealer Pem- 
Dock Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 
Foster, Atrnep, Queensbury, Yorks Bradford Pet Sept 
“1 Ord Sept 21 


Hassam, James Wittsam, Fulham, Oilman High Court 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 22 

Heatox, Wit1u1am, Choriton on Medlock, Joiner Man- 
chester Pet 23 Ord Sept 23 

Henxpensos, ee Cravicxsuayk, and Jouyx 

1111amM Suru, Grimsby, News r Proprietors 

Gt Grimsby Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept The ’ 

Hicoisporrom, Witiiam, Derby, Silk Throwster Derby 
Pet July 11 Ord Sept 21 

Jouxsox, Gxonce, Bradford, Yorks, Picture Framer 
Bradt. Pet Sept 22 Urd Sept 22 

JOULES, anes, Stockport Stockport Pet Sept 21 


Sept 

Kise, Wittiam Joux, Pontlottyn, Glam, Grocer Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 21 

Kyeimp, James, Thetford, Norfolk, Wheelwright Norwich 
Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 22 3 

Loyrues, Ayaen, East Cowes, Porter Newport Pet Sept 
21 Ord Sept 22 


Mirrcue.t, Joxas Wittiam, Leeds, Oil Merchant Leeds 
Mos :* Ord ~ 23 
ELEY gxky, Southport, Solicitor Live 1 Pet 
July21 Ord Septzi mor ake 





Morrer, Witu1au, Claydon, Suffolk, Coal Merchant Ips- 
wich Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Nosie, Beyvamiy, the elder, North Collingham, Notts, 
Farmer Nottingham Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 

Norroy, Jonny Ronert, Beeston, Notts, Licensed Victualler 
Nottingham Pet Sept 22 Ord Sent 22 

Ropertrson, ALEXANDER, Falcon sq, Umbrella Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 22 

Sanpers, Josepx Eowarp Witiram, New Malden, Surrey, 
Builder Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Suaprra, Isepor, Ynysybwl, nr Pontypridd, Jeweller, 
Pontypridd Pet Sept 21 Ord Sept 22 

Txorntoy, Jouxn Tuomas, Rochdale, Grocer, Rochdale 
Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 

Tuurtow, Georor, Palgrave, Suffolk, Miller Ipswich 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Trenern, Straniey J’ Anson, Bournemouth, Coal Merchant, 
Poole Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 22 : 

Wetts, CurisTorHEr Jesse, Felixstowe,Carpenter Ipswich 
Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Wirxriys, Arruur, Emsworth, Hants, Coal Merchant 
Portsmouth Pet Sept 19 Ord Sept 19 

Woop, Henry, Salford, Lancs, Baker Salford Pet Sept 
21 Ord Sept 21 

Woottatt, Dayiet, jun, Derby, Coal Merchant Derby 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Sept 21 


ORDER MADE ON APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE. 

Jenkinson, Henry, and Joun Jenxrxson, Fenton, Staffs, 
Joiners Stoke on Trent and Longton Adjud Dec 11, 
1876 Ord Aug 18, 1896 


London Gazette.—Tunspay, September 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asumore, Epuunp, Clay Cross, Derby, Florist Chesterfield 
Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Barker, Joun, Newcastle on Tyne, Boot Dealer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Burrers, Cuartes Wit.iam, Cobridge, Staffs, Secretary 
Hanley Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 23 

Comey, Cuartss Jouy, Brighton Brighton Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 25 

Dixon Broruers, Martinhoe,‘Devon, Contractors Barn- 
staple PetSept4 Ord Sept 25 

Fitrox, Louis, Haughton, Cheshire, Farmer Nantwich 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Grernwoop, Luxe, Ossett, Yorks, Licensed Victualler 
Dewsbury Pet Sept25 Ord Sept 25 

Geirritus, Davin, Aberdare, Ale Merchant Aberdare Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

How ert, Grorce, Ubbeston, Suffolk, Farmer Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Joynxson, Joun, Nantyglo, Mon, Grocer Tredegar Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Marruews, Cuarites Witsox, Oldham Fish Dealer Old- 
ham Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Mattick, Josepu, Newport, Mon, Commercial Traveller 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 23 OrdSept 23 

Mitvox, James, Penrhiwfer, Glam, Hitcher Pontypridd 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Mozrevanp, Davin, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 
26 

Oxenpven, Sir Percy Dixwett Nowett Dixwett, Folke- 
stone, Baronet Canterbury Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 26 

Parnaby, Joseru, Wetherby, Yorks, Joiner York Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Reyyoips, Wyiiz Epwix, Southport, Pianoforte Tuner 
Liverpool Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Rocers, Cuaries, jun, Parkstone, Dorset, Furniture 
Dealer Poole Pet Sept 9 Ord Sept 25 

Taytor, James Witiam, Brighton, Boot Retailer 
Brighton Ord Sept 25 

Tracey, Ricuarp, Basinghall st, Stock Broker High 
Court Pet July 30 Ord Sept 24 

wie, W RC, Architect High Cours Pet June18 Ord 
Sept 24 

Wesster, ALEXANDER Smitn, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 25 

Westiake, Caartrs Wituam, and Wituam James 
Watprox, East Stonehouse, Builders Plymouth Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Witxisson, James Henry, Manchester, Saddler Man- 
chester Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Witrrams, Evay, Liandwrog, Carnarvons, Farmer Bangor 
Pet Sept 14 Ord Sept 25 

Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Sept 25 : 


Joutes, Witkixsoy, Stockport Stockport Pet Sept 21 


Ord Sept 21 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALLsopr, Gzonce Henry, Trowbridge, Wilts, Tailor Oct 
7a‘12 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st. Bristol 

Foster, ALrreo, Queensbury, Yorks Oct 7 at 1l Off 
Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Garton, Eocar Vaueuan, Reigate, Surrey, Hotel Pro- 
prietor Oct 7 at 3.30 24, Kailway upp, London 
Bridge 

Gixpea, Isaac, Liverpool, Poultry Dealer Oct 7at3 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Garcory, Cuartes, Lombard st, Solicitor Oct7 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hassam, James, Fulham, Oilman Oct 6at1 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

James, Eowanp Bosviive, Lieutenant Colonel, Maida Vale 
Oct 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Jounsox, Geonex, Bradford, Yorks, Picture Framer Oct 
8atil Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Kwicat, Frank, Tunbridge Wells Oct 6at3 CJ Parris, 
65, High st, Tunbridge Wells, Kent 

MacArruun, Fexpericx Wiiiiam, Swansea, Clerk Oct 6 
ati2 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Martix, Hanoy Srearvonp, Hastings, Builder Oct7 at 
2.30 Off Rec, 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Marruews, Rosert, South stoxe, Somerset, Baker Oct 
7 at 12,30 Off Kec, Bank chmbrsa, Corn st, Bristol 

Marrick, Josevu, Newport, Mon, Commercial Traveller 
Oct7at12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, New- 
port, Mon 


Mirus, Atrrep, Richmond, Hotel Manager Oct 7 at 12.30 
24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Moraay, Joun Davin, Tylorstown, Glam, Grocer Oct 6 at. 
3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Muscrave, Greorer Kpwiy, Leeds, Commission Agent Oct 
7at1l Off Rec. 22, Park row, Leeds 


ff Rec, 28, Stonegate. York 

Rosson, Joun Josera, Barnsley, Grocer Oct 7 at 10.™. 
Off Rec, Regent st, Barnsley 

Rupes, Wituram, Acklington, Northumbrid Oct 12 at, 
11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Simons, Samvet, and Samven Sruons. jun, Leicester, Boot. 

Manufacturers Oct9at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 

Leicester 

Spencer, Henry, Leicester, Commission Agent 
12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Watters, Davin, Ebbw Vale. Mon, Boot Dealer Oct 7 at 
12 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wickens, Aurxanper, Wadhurst, Coal Merchant Oct 6 
at2 CJ Parris, 65, High st, Tunbridge Wells 

Wu.xiss, Antuur, Emsworth, Hants, Coal Merchant Oct 
6 at 3.30 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Wrspeart, Witttam Rosert, South Brent. Devon, Oil 
Dealer Oct6at10 10, Athenseum ter, Plymouth 

Woon, Henry, Salford, Baker Oct 6 at 2.30 Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asumore, Epuunp, Clay Cross, Derbys, Florist Chester- 
field Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 24 

Baca, Exizaseta Saran, Tenbury Wores, Tailor Kidder- 
minster PetSept11 Ord Sept 23 

Barkers, Joun, Newcastle on Tyne, Boot Dealer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Brown, Atrrep Henry, Newport, Mon, Boot Manufac- 
turer Newport, Mon Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 19 

Cuar.es, Tuomas, Cradley Heath, Staffs, Licensed Victu- 
aller Dudley Pet Aug 24 Ord Sept 25 

Eppen, Joun Henry, Ormskirk, Clothier Liverpool Pet 
Sept 21 Ord Sept 24 

Firrox, Louis, Haughton, Ches, Farmer Nantwich Pet 
Sept 24 Ord Sept 25 

Gary, JonaTaan, Fulham, Actor High Court Pet Sept 5 
Ord Sept 23 

GitpEA, Isaac, Liverpool, Poultry Dealer Liverpool Pet 
Aug 29 Ord Sept 23 

Greenwoop, Luxe, Ossett, Yorks, Licensed Victualler 
Dewsbury Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Gairritus, Davip, Aberdare, Grocer Aberdare 
24 Ord Sept 24 

Hemmans, Samugi, Eowarp WeaTuERa.t, Croydon Croy- 
don Pet Aug 21 Ord Sept 24 

How ett, Greorace, Ubbeston, Suffolk, Farmer Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Joynsox, Joun, Nantyglo, Mon, Grocer Tredegar Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 26 

Marricx, Josera, Newport, Mon, Commercial Traveller 
Newport, Mon Pet Sept 23 Ord Sept 23 

Mitts, Taomas Henry, Tonge, Lancs Oldham Pet Sept 
8 Ord Sept 24 i 

Marruews, Cuaries Wirson, Oldham, Fish Dealer Old- 
ham Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Miupon, James, Penrhiwfer, Glam, Hitcher Pontypridd 
Pet Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Moreranp, Davin, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 26 Ord Sept 
26 

Parnaby, Josepa, Wetherby, Yorks, Joiner York Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Porrer, ALFRED, Regent st, Bootmaker High Court Pet 
Augi1sS Ord Sept 23 

Russet, J C, Shepherd’s Bush, Horsedealer High Court 
Pet Aug 14 Ord Sept 26 

Wessrer, ALEXANDER Smiru, Leeds Leeds Pet Sept 25 
Ord Sept 25 

Westiaxe, Caartes Wituram, and Wiiitam James 
Wa pron, East Stonehouse, Builders Piymouth Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Sept 25 

Wikinson, James Henry, Manchester, Saddler Man- 
chester Pet Sept 24 Ord Sept 24 

Witmor, Eowarv Rosert, Bishop Auckland, Postman 
Durham Pet Sept 22 Ord Sept 24 


Oct 6 at 


Pet Sept 
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EDE AND. SON, 
Sates, MAKERS. 





BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
| To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 


Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 
ROBES YOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Kegistrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerke of the Peace, 


Oorporution tiubes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


' 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





Parnasy, Josern, Wetherby, Yorks, Joiner Oct 12 at 12.30 
0. 





‘bad eed bed eed 





